UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 95-1778

UMVA VI SWANATHAN, for herself individually and
on behalf of all others simlarly situated,

Plaintiff - Appellant,

Ver sus

THE SCOTLAND COUNTY BQARD OF EDUCATI ON; DAVI D
A. MARTIN, Dr., in his individual and offici al
capacity; LINDA DOUGAS, in her official and
I ndi vi dual capacity; RAY OXENDINE, in his of-
ficial and individual capacity; MALCOLMFORDE,
in his official and individual capacity,

Def endants - Appell ees.

Appeal fromthe United States District Court for the Mddle Dis-
trict of North Carolina, at Rockingham Janes A. Beaty, Jr.,
District Judge; Russell A. Eliason, Mgistrate Judge. (CA-94-4-3)

Submtted: January 18, 1996 Deci ded: January 31, 1996

Before HAM LTON and LUTTIG Circuit Judges, and CHAPMAN, Seni or
Circuit Judge.

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Uma Vi swanat han, Appellant Pro Se. Nickolas Joseph Sojka, Jr.,
W LLI AMSON, DEAN, BROWN, W LLI AMSON & PURCELL, Laurinburg, North
Carolina, for Appellees.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).






PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's February 6, 1995,
order granting Defendants' notion to dismss. Appellant also ap-
peals fromthe district court's orders of May 1, 1995, denyi ng her
post -j udgnent notions styled pursuant to Fed. R Cv. P. 52(b),
59(e), and 55(c); January 26, 1995, Novenber 17, 1994, and June 3,
1994, granting extensions of tinme to file and serve various pre-
trial notions and di scovery; October 17, 1994, denyi ng Appellant's
several pre-trial notions; and August 22, 1994, granting Defen-
dants' notion for sanctions. W have reviewed the record and the
district court's opinions and find no reversible error. Wile it
appears fromthe record t hat Appel | ant' s post-judgnent noti ons were
tinely filed, we findthat the district court properly deni ed those
notions on the nmerits. Accordingly, we affirmsubstantially on the

reasoni ng of the district court. Viswanathan v. Scotland County,

No. CA-94-4-3 (M D.N. C. June 3, 1994; Aug. 22, 1994; Cct. 17, 1994,
Nov. 17, 1994; Jan. 26, 1995; Feb. 6, 1995). W di spense with oral
argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the Court and argunent woul d not

aid the decisional process.
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